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the stability of that entire region, in-
cluding Israel. 

At the same time, Jews throughout 
the world have watched as the terrible 
specter of anti-Semitism re-emerges in 
Europe. Jewish cemeteries have been 
vandalized. Synagogues and Jewish 
schools have been the targets of ter-
rorism. School children have been at-
tacked for no other reason than they 
were identified as Jews. 

At the recent Berlin Conference on 
Anti-Semitism held by the Organiza-
tion for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe, Elie Wiesel expressed the 
shock and surprise shared by many of 
us who hoped that Europe could not so 
soon forget the history and lessons of 
the Holocaust. 

‘‘Had any pessimist told me,’’ Wiesel 
said, ‘‘that in my lifetime, I would hear 
stories of Jews in Berlin or Paris being 
advised by friends not to wear a [skull-
cap] in the street so as not to attract 
hostility and peril, I would not have 
believed it. But it now has become re-
ality.’’ 

Wiesel concluded by warning the con-
ferees that ‘‘the history of Nazism 
teaches us that hatred is like cancer. It 
often grows underground, and when de-
tected it is too late. If unchecked im-
mediately, it will invade its natural 
surroundings. What began in the mind 
will destroy the brain. Then the 
heart.’’ 

The OSCE’s Berlin Declaration, call-
ing for a coordinated, international re-
sponse against the crimes of anti-Semi-
tism and racism, was an important 
step forward for Europe and the world. 
But its words must be backed with real 
action and commitment. 

It is not enough to speak out against 
racist attacks. Wherever the crime of 
anti-Semitism is committed, the world 
has a shared responsibility to ensure 
the perpetrators are punished. 

Therefore, I have asked the U.S. 
Commission on International Religious 
Freedom to follow through on each of 
the recommendations of the Berlin 
Declaration. 

In addition, later today Senator 
DODD and I will send a letter to the 
Commission calling on it to investigate 
why 10 years after the bombing of the 
Jewish Community Center in Buenos 
Aires, none of the terrorists respon-
sible have been brought to justice. 

The United States must make a clear 
statement. If you wish to be a member 
of the family of nations, you cannot 
turn a blind eye to the violence of anti- 
Semitism and racism. 

We are all bound by a common obli-
gation to fight for justice and to fight 
for peace. And in a way, Rosh Hasha-
nah can serve as a reminder of these 
shared responsibilities. 

This year also represents another an-
niversary celebrated by Americans and 
the American Jewish community in 
particular. 2004 marks the centennial 
of the birth of one of America’s great-
est writers and storytellers, Isaac 
Bashevis Singer. 

In a story entitled, ‘‘Joy,’’ Singer 
tells of a Rabbi from a small Russian 

village who suffers the loss of each of 
his six children. His faith is shaken, 
and he turns his back on his tradition 
and community. On the eve of Rosh 
Hashana, he sees a vision of his young-
est daughter who had died many years 
earlier, and his faith is restored. He im-
mediately goes to the synagogue and 
asks to speak. Because of the lunar cal-
endar, Rosh Hashana always coincides 
with the new moon. So he asks, what is 
the meaning of the fact that ‘‘the moon 
is obscured on Rosh Hashanah?’’ 

The answer, he says, is that ‘‘on Rosh 
Hashana one prays for life, and life 
means free choice, and freedom is mys-
tery. . . . If hell and paradise were in 
the middle of the marketplace, every-
one would be a saint. 

‘‘Of all the blessings bestowed on 
man, the greatest lies in the fact that 
God’s face is hidden from him. 

‘‘Men are the children of the Al-
mighty, and He plays hide and seek 
with them. He hides His face, and the 
children seek Him, while they have 
faith that He exists.’’ 

In a way, the search that Singer 
speaks of connects us all. Individually 
and as a nation we try to find the wis-
dom and the courage to do what is 
right, and to extend justice here at 
home and throughout the world. 

The way may not always be clear. 
But alongside our friends in the Jewish 
community, this Rosh Hashana we can 
recommit ourselves to creating a world 
where no one, anywhere in the world, 
suffers the kind of persecution and vio-
lence that led that small band of Jew-
ish settlers to flee half way across the 
world more than 350 years ago. The 
memory of their voyage and the begin-
ning of Rosh Hashana remind us of this 
historic aspect of our Nation’s role in 
the world, and call us back to our duty. 

f 

VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN ACT 

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, today 
marks the 10th anniversary of the Vio-
lence Against Women Act. We are also 
coming up on the 2nd anniversary of 
the loss of two champions of the fight 
to end domestic violence. 

Senator Paul Wellstone was a key 
leader in the bipartisan effort to pass 
the Violence Against Women Act. And, 
as she was in every great cause he took 
on, Sheila Wellstone was Paul’s indis-
pensable partner. Paul and Sheila’s 
commitment to ending domestic vio-
lence continues today through the 
work of Wellstone Action and the Shei-
la Wellstone Institute. This morning, 
Paul and Sheila’s work was recalled at 
a gathering here in the Capitol of peo-
ple who are working to protect Amer-
ica’s families from domestic violence. 
We applaud them. 

Much good has come about because of 
the Violence Against Women Act. 
There are more domestic abuse hot-
lines today than there were 10 years 
ago, and more shelters. There are more 
doctors, nurses, therapists, teachers, 
police officers, judges and others today 
who recognize the signs of domestic vi-

olence, and know how to help if they 
see those signs. We have made 
progress. But there is more we need to 
do. 

Each year, more than 1 million 
women in America are victims of do-
mestic violence, and more than 3 mil-
lion American children witness domes-
tic violence every year. Protecting the 
victims of domestic violence is essen-
tial but it is not enough. Next year, 
when Congress reauthorizes the Vio-
lence Against Women Act, we need to 
do more to prevent domestic violence, 
and to help the children who witness 
such violence. It’s the only way we will 
ever break the cycle of violence. 

In South Dakota, in Rapid City and 
on the Pine Ridge Reservation, a non-
profit organization called Sacred Circle 
is helping to break the cycle of vio-
lence by providing domestic violence 
prevention and intervention services. 
There are similar organizations doing 
good work in communities all across 
America—native and non-native, rich 
and poor. 

On this 10th anniversary of the Vio-
lence Against Women Act, we thank 
those organizations for the life-saving 
work they are doing. We acknowledge 
the victims and survivors of domestic 
violence. And let us also vow to do 
even more to finally break the cycle of 
domestic violence. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Massachusetts is recognized. 
f 

ROSH HASHANAH AND HOPE 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, it is 
entirely appropriate that the Senate 
pause today at the celebration of Rosh 
Hashanah. This, the people’s body—the 
House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate—demonstrate their great respect 
for a very important Jewish holiday 
that symbolizes so much that is impor-
tant not only in terms of their faith, 
but also underlies a very important 
value and spirit of this country, and 
that is the spirit of hope and optimism, 
portrayed by the dipping of apples into 
honey, symbolizing that one is going to 
have a better, more hopeful, and sweet-
er year. It is a message of hope, and it 
reminds us of a long tradition that 
hope is deeply rooted in a spiritual set-
ting. It is entirely appropriate for us as 
a nation as well to share that sense 
with our Jewish friends, and also draw 
lessons from that very special occa-
sion. 

So I pay tribute to all of our friends 
who are celebrating this spiritual holi-
day today and thank them again for re-
minding us as a nation and reminding 
the world of that extraordinary spirit, 
which is reflected in that tradition and 
which is symbolized today in Israel in 
its continued struggle for existence and 
for religious liberty. 

Mr. President, I speak today about 
this issue of hope, and where it is and 
where it is not in terms of our own so-
ciety, and what I think we should be 
attempting to do about it. 
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I believe we ought to take a look at 

what is being represented to the Amer-
ican people, particularly on the issues 
of the economy. Under our constitu-
tional system, we are in a period where 
we will be making judgments as to the 
course we are charting for the future. I 
believe, on the one hand, that we do 
have a road toward hope, particularly 
for working families. I think the last 3 
years has been a road of burden and a 
quaky road for hard-working Ameri-
cans. 

I review the record for the Senate 
again and for the American people as 
we are looking forward to these next 6 
or 7 weeks and making judgments and 
decisions about the direction that we 
should follow. I don’t think it is any-
where clearer than in the state of our 
economy and what has happened to av-
erage working Americans in our Na-
tion. There has been an economic 
squeeze that has resulted in American 
families working harder, working 
longer, and falling further and further 
behind. It doesn’t have to be this way. 

We have seen at other times when we 
have had Presidential leadership, 
where we have had the strong, expand-
ing, and growing economy, with eco-
nomic growth and price stability, and 
the reduction of unemployment. We 
have seen it in most recent times under 
President Clinton. We saw it in the 
early 1960s under President Kennedy 
prior to the time of the Vietnam war 
buildup in the latter part of the 1960s. 

Really, the issues of economic 
growth, price stability, and economic 
expansion is directly related to Presi-
dential leadership. What is happening 
to the middle class today is an extraor-
dinary set of pressures on working 
Americans that is giving them an ex-
traordinary squeeze in terms of their 
sense of hope and optimism in terms of 
the future. I have reviewed, in the 
course of my discussions yesterday, 
what is happening in terms of the 
health care crisis—the fact that pre-
miums in the area of Medicare have in-
creased fivefold, five times the increase 
that seniors are receiving in their So-
cial Security from their COLA bene-
fits. As a result, the pressure is going 
onto our seniors. But if we look at this 
chart, which is a reflection of the last 
year, we will find that health insurance 
premiums—this is as of July 2004. We 
have also seen in the last month that 
this figure is 11.2 percent for employee- 
provided coverage. But in this year, 
private health insurance premiums 
have gone up 8.5 percent; the cost of 
tuition this year is up 14.6 percent; 
housing is up 7.7 percent; and what has 
happened to wages of workers in real 
terms is that they are down .9 percent. 

Workers are working longer, families 
are working harder. Nonetheless, when 
you take the indicators, they need the 
health insurance. And more often than 
not, they have children they are trying 
to educate, and they are finding college 
tuition going up and the cost of hous-
ing is increasing, but their wages are 
not. 

Yet we hear time and again that the 
economy is getting stronger and the 
economy is getting better. The Presi-
dent says that time and again. He said 
it just this last week. If you look at 
this, he said: 

The economy of ours is strong and it’s get-
ting stronger. 

He said that on September 13 in Mus-
kegon, MI. Since Bush took office, we 
have seen 250,000 jobs lost in Michigan, 
and 80,000 jobs lost in Colorado. This 
idea about the economy getting strong-
er has been repeated time and again 
over the course of this last year. 

The President said there would be 
tax cuts for the middle class and then 
gave the tax cuts to the wealthy. He 
said those tax cuts were for economic 
stimulus, but we know if the President 
had spent the $700 billion on programs 
such as unemployment insurance, tax 
cuts for low-wage workers who really 
need it, instead of giving the $700 bil-
lion in tax breaks to the wealthy, 2 
million more Americans would be em-
ployed today, and economic growth 
would have been twice as fast. 

You cannot believe this administra-
tion on the economy, and you cannot 
trust them to do the right thing for the 
middle class. Middle-class working 
families are being squeezed in every di-
rection by the Bush economy. And the 
ability of American families to live the 
American dream is increasingly out of 
reach with each passing year as they 
find it harder and harder to earn a liv-
ing, pay a mortgage, pay rent, pay 
their medical bills, their food and en-
ergy bills, and still send their sons and 
daughters to college. 

Yet we keep hearing only happy talk 
from the administration. As I men-
tioned, in Muskegon, MI, the President 
praised the economy: This economy of 
ours is strong and getting stronger. 
But still we have seen the loss of jobs. 
Michigan is one of 44 States that has 
higher unemployment today than when 
the recession began. 

A week and a half ago at the Repub-
lican convention, the President said: 
We have seen a shaken economy rise to 
its feet. Our economy is growing again, 
creating jobs. Nothing will hold us 
back. But since the President took of-
fice, the overall number of jobs in the 
economy has fallen by 900,000. Since 
many of the new jobs created are in the 
public sector, the private sector is 
down even more, 1.7 million jobs, and 
manufacturing has been especially 
hard hit, 2.7 million jobs. President 
Bush has the worst job record of any 
administration since the Great Depres-
sion. 

Vice President CHENEY has a novel 
approach to the economy. He said the 
lackluster economic indicators do not 
reflect reality because they do not in-
clude the hundreds of thousands who 
make money selling on e-Bay. That is 
a source that did not even exist 10 
years ago. CHENEY told an audience in 
Cincinnati last week that 400,000 people 
make some money trading on e-Bay. 

First the Bush administration tried 
to count hamburger flippers as manu-

facturing jobs. Now they want to call 
e-Bay traders an economic indicator. 
No wonder the Vice President told a 
crowd of workers in New Hampshire 
last week: We think we are on the right 
track and we are headed in the right 
direction. 

Tell that to the more than 8 million 
Americans who are currently unem-
ployed, and tell that to the 1.6 million 
long-term unemployed who have been 
out of work more than 6 months, more 
than double when the President took 
office. 

We have to look at these employment 
figures and what has happened over the 
recent year. This chart shows the job 
growth of this President, which is the 
worst since World War II. These are the 
total job recoveries. This blue line is 
before 1991. This green line is an indi-
cator of what happened with job 
growth from 1991 to 1993, and the red 
line is the current recovery. This is all 
from the Bureau of Economic Analysis. 
These are all solid figures. The fact is, 
we are growing in employment at a 
slower rate. 

Let’s just take the total number of 
jobs in our country in the private sec-
tor. In January 2001, there were 
111,609,000 jobs. As of August 2004, 1.7 
million jobs have been lost from 2001 to 
2004, and yet we have this administra-
tion saying the economy is strong, the 
economy has never been better, the 
economy is getting stronger. 

What planet is this President living 
on? 

Let’s look at what has happened in 
terms of the jobs that have been cre-
ated. Let’s look at what the pay was 
for the jobs that have been replaced. 

Mr. President, $51,270 is the average 
pay for industries that are losing jobs. 
The new jobs, those in growing indus-
tries, pay 41 percent less. So here we 
have a record that is indefensible in 
terms of the number of jobs that are 
out there in the private sector, in par-
ticular, and then when we look at what 
the salaries are for people who are 
working, we find out they are getting 
paid less when health care costs are 
going through the roof, tuition is going 
through the roof, and rent is going 
through the roof. 

What does this mean in real terms? 
What is happening to American fami-
lies? What with all of these statements 
that are being made by this President 
and the Vice President out on the cam-
paign trail, let’s just look at what has 
been happening in our country over the 
last 3 years. 

There are 13 million children hungry 
or on the verge of hunger, 8 million 
Americans unemployed, and nearly 3 
million have lost unemployment bene-
fits since the Republicans ended the 
program with $20 billion in surplus in 
the unemployment compensation fund 
that these workers paid into. 

Do you hear me? These workers paid 
into that fund, and this administration 
is denying them the ability to draw on 
it. That is the 3 million who have lost 
unemployment benefits and, oh, yes, 
the economy is getting better. 
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We have 7 million low-wage workers 

who have been waiting 7 years for an 
increase in the minimum wage—7 
years. I noted last night when I was 
watching the news that the House of 
Representatives, under the Republican 
leadership, just voted itself another 
pay increase, the seventh pay increase 
since the last time we increased the 
minimum wage—seven pay increases. 

We cannot even get an up-or-down 
vote on minimum wage because of the 
Republican leadership in the Senate of 
the United States and because of the 
Republican President. It has only been 
in the last few years that this has be-
come a partisan issue. President Nixon 
voted for an increase in the minimum 
wage. President Bush 1 voted for an in-
crease in the minimum wage. President 
Reagan voted for an increase in the 
minimum wage. But not President 
Bush 2. No, no, we are not going to per-
mit an increase in the minimum wage. 
We are going to give tax breaks to 
wealthy individuals but nothing in 
terms of an increase in the minimum 
wage. 

And 6 million workers have lost over-
time protections, and in spite of the 
fact that a bipartisan coalition in the 
House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate of the United States rejected that 
policy, they still have gone forward 
with it. This chart shows the votes on 
overtime protection. The Senate voted 
September 10, 2003, to reject the re-
strictions on overtime advanced by the 
administration. The House voted on 
October 2, 2003, 221 to 203. The Senate 
voted May 4, 2004, 52 to 47. The Senate 
voted on May 4, 99 to 0. The House 
voted on September 9, 2004, 223 to 193. 
The House of Representatives in a bi-
partisan vote and the Senate in a bi-
partisan vote said no, and still they are 
going ahead. And the President says 
they are the friends of working fami-
lies? 

We heard the administration trying 
to defend this overtime restriction that 
it has been long overdue and it will 
provide greater relief for lower income 
working families; they will have great-
er stability in their pay increases, and 
this is a simplification of the rules. Al-
ways look out when you hear that kind 
of chatter. Always look a little behind 
the rationale for taking such policy. 

Look at this: 
The National Restaurant Association re-

quests that the Department of Labor include 
chefs under the creative professional cat-
egory as well as the learned professional cat-
egory. . . . 

That was from a National Restaurant 
Association letter to the Department 
of Labor. Here we have the National 
Restaurant Association urging the ad-
ministration to restrict the coverage of 
overtime in terms of those who are 
working in the kitchen. 

The Department concludes to the extent a 
chef has primary duty of work requiring in-
vention, imagination, originality or talent, 
such chef may be considered an exempt cre-
ative professional. 

Here is the association asking the ad-
ministration to restrict overtime, and 

guess what. It is just what the adminis-
tration did. 

The list goes on. We have other 
charts that indicate for other indus-
tries as well. That is illustrative. We 
have 4.3 million more Americans living 
in poverty. 

There are 800,000 more children living 
in poverty today than 2001, 4.3 million 
more Americans in total living in pov-
erty. They are against any increase in 
the minimum wage, cutting back on 
the unemployment compensation that 
could help these families transition, 
pay their mortgages, pay their bills. 
No, we are cutting that out. These are 
hard-working Americans who paid in. 
No, they are not going to get that. 
That is what they have done. But, no, 
the economy is strong and getting 
stronger. Yet there are 4.3 million 
more Americans who are living in pov-
erty, 800,000 of them children. 

I have given the example of what was 
happening for individual jobs, for con-
tracting industries and expanding in-
dustries, the disparity in payment in 
the new jobs. This also affects the 
household income because we know 
now that many more women are work-
ing and they are participating in the 
market, too. So is it not fair to say, let 
us look at what has happened in house-
hold income? 

Remember the first chart that 
showed health care going up through 
the roof, that showed tuition going up 
through the roof, that showed rent or 
housing going up through the roof? 
This is what has happened now. In the 
year 2000, median household income in 
the United States was $44,853. The me-
dian income in 2004 is $43,318. It is a 
drop of $1,500 for average working fami-
lies in America. That is last year, and 
this year it goes down even further. 
And everything is fine for working 
families, for middle-income families? 

The same administration, again, is 
against increases in minimum wage, 
unemployment, and against overtime. 
This is what results. They are shipping 
jobs overseas, and they support a Tax 
Code that the administration knows 
has loopholes which they refuse to 
close down. This is what is happening. 

Let me give a couple of other indica-
tors of what is happening to middle-in-
come families. Look what has hap-
pened to gasoline. I do not know how it 
is in South Carolina, but I know how it 
is in Massachusetts, and that is that 
many workers have to drive many 
miles in order to get employment. That 
has been fairly consistent. We had 
great pockets of significant unemploy-
ment for years. The interstate system 
and rail have opened up some hope and 
some opportunities, and here we find 
out what has happened with gas. Gas 
has gone up 23 percent in 2004, and the 
wages again are down. They pay more 
in terms of gas. 

One of the most extraordinary things 
that absolutely amazes me is what has 
happened to milk. When I was home in 
Massachusetts a week ago in a grocery 
store, milk was $4.11 a gallon. I do not 

know, maybe it is a little bit less in 
some other parts of the country, but 
how in the world, when one is making 
$5.15 an hour, does a family or a single 
mom afford a gallon of milk in order to 
provide for their child? How do they do 
that with milk prices going up? These 
are the real economic indicators. 

That is why the credibility of this ad-
ministration, when it says everything 
is rosy, the economy is fine, is no bet-
ter than it was when it misrepresented 
the facts in Iraq. They misrepresented, 
distorted, deceived the American peo-
ple as to what was happening in Iraq 
and brought us into the terrible quag-
mire we are facing today, and the same 
is true with regards to the economy. It 
is incompetency, and that is what has 
been happening. 

Well, we can say, all right, Senator 
KENNEDY, look, there has certainly 
been some increase for the workers 
with jobs. Well, let us look at produc-
tivity. Let us look at the American 
workers. Is it the American workers’ 
fault? 

This chart is from the Economic Pol-
icy Institute, their analysis of data 
from the Bureau of Labor Statistics. 
This is what is happening from 2001 
through 2004 in the areas of produc-
tivity and wages. Historically, when we 
have had an increase in productivity, 
we have seen wages go up. I can put 
five more charts up going on back to 
the postwar period and they would all 
reflect the fact that with increase in 
productivity, there are increased 
wages, but not under the Bush adminis-
tration. Workers are more productive 
today than they have ever been, but do 
my colleagues think that has been re-
flected in wages? Absolutely not. Why? 
No overtime, cutting back on the over-
time. And because of the minimum 
wage, failing to get the bump for those 
who are working at the lower wage. 
This productivity represents the great-
est gap we have had since the Great 
Depression, and there is a squeeze on 
the wages of the American economy. 
But, no, no, this economy is strong and 
getting stronger. 

Well, it is for some in America, and 
this chart indicates who the economy 
is getting strong and stronger for. All 
one has to do is look at this chart from 
2001 through 2004 and see where the 
workers’ efforts are going. I just 
showed what was happening in produc-
tivity. Well, look what has happened. 
Corporate profits, their share has gone 
up 65 percent. They have effectively 
swallowed up all of the productivity. 
Do my colleagues think they have 
shared it with the American workers? 
Absolutely not. They have sucked all 
of that productivity up in these cor-
porate profits. What does the adminis-
tration say? Look, the economy is get-
ting along fine. It is working well. It is 
strong and it is getting stronger. As a 
result of this, it is no mystery about 
what has been happening in America. 

This shows the pay of the average 
CEO. We now have the highest paid dis-
parity between CEOs and the average 
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worker. The average worker makes 
$26,000, and the difference is 300 times, 
and that is what is happening. 

I will show what has happened his-
torically when I was talking about the 
increase in productivity, and then what 
we have seen is the increase in cor-
porate earnings that has reached the 
record figures. Look what happened 
during the average last eight recov-
eries: Corporate profits went up 14 per-
cent, wages 8.6 percent. That is what 
has happened really over the period of 
the last 50 years—the corporate profits 
went up and wages went up. 

Look what has happened in the cur-
rent recovery. Corporate profits are up 
39.6 percent, and workers’ wages lost 
five-tenths of 1 percent. Oh, the econ-
omy is fine. 

Does it begin to have a ring, I say to 
my friends? Take any indicator— 
wages, productivity, what is happening 
with minimum wage, unemployment 
compensation, and overtime—take any 
indicator in terms of where working 
families are in this economy and they 
are falling further and further behind. 

One of the areas that I feel so strong-
ly about is the issue of the increase in 
the minimum wage. I have been proud 
to be a sponsor of the increases since I 
arrived in the Senate in the early 1960s. 
We have had some success, in a bipar-
tisan way, trying to get the minimum 
wage up so people do not have to live in 
poverty. Without the increase in the 
minimum wage, it is now at $5.15. Its 
purchasing power by the year 2005 will 
put it at one of the lowest levels of pur-
chasing power ever. 

Who are these workers with a min-
imum wage? These are proud men and 
women, men and women of dignity. 
They clean out the great buildings of 
American industry every day. They are 
assistants to teachers in urban and 
rural areas all across this country. 
They work at nursing homes, looking 
after our parents. Our parents are in 
these nursing homes. These minimum 
wage workers are men and women of 
dignity. They have not gotten any in-
crease over the period of the last 7 
years, in spite of the fact we in the 
Congress have voted ourselves pay in-
creases six times, and more recently in 
the House seven times. Over $20,000 for 
the individual Members of the House 
and Senate, but we cannot get a vote 
on raising the minimum wage in the 
Senate. 

The issue of minimum wage is a 
women’s issue, because the great ma-
jority of those who receive minimum 
wage are women. The great majority of 
the women who receive the minimum 
wage have children, so it is a women’s 
issue and a children’s issue. It is basi-
cally a family issue. 

We hear a lot of rhetoric here about 
family and family values. The min-
imum wage is a family issue. Will these 
women, single women for the most 
part, be able to see their children? No, 
they have to get two or three jobs. 
They are lucky if they see their chil-
dren at all. It is a family issue. 

It is a civil rights issue because so 
many of those who work at the min-
imum wage are women of color. Wom-
en’s issue, children’s issue, civil rights 
issue—but most of all, it is a fairness 
issue. What the American people un-
derstand is fairness. What the Amer-
ican people understand is, if people are 
ready to work 40 hours a week, 52 
weeks a year, they should not have to 
live in poverty and their children 
should not have to live in poverty, ei-
ther. 

Oh, no, says President Bush. Oh, no, 
says President Bush. Oh, no, says the 
Republican leadership. You can’t even 
have a vote in the Senate. When we of-
fered that minimum wage increase on 
the State Department reauthorization, 
what did our Republican friends do? 
No, no, we are not going to vote; we are 
scared of that. We pulled the bill. We 
pulled the bill, so you are denied the 
opportunity to vote on it. 

America, do you hear me? That is 
this Bush administration and that Re-
publican leadership. They are saying: 
Oh, the economy is fine. Everything is 
fine. This is a wonderful economy, 
growing stronger. What about those 7 
million men and women at lower level 
jobs? What about those who have been 
on unemployment? What about all 
those who have given up? We thought 
we were one country with one history 
and one destiny. Oh, no. 

I have described some of what I think 
are the basic failings of the current ad-
ministration. I want to include in the 
RECORD today the answers to many of 
these failings that my friend and col-
league, Senator KERRY, has proposed. 
He has done so during the course of the 
campaign. It is on the Web site. He has 
outlined in great detail today in Cobo 
Hall in Detroit. The article is in the 
Wall Street Journal today, ‘‘My Eco-
nomic Policy.’’ He outlines what he 
will do to create jobs. He understands 
middle-class taxes and their health 
care costs. 

I read into the RECORD yesterday 
what President Bush had to say about 
health care. I am sure he meant it in a 
flattering way. He said, out in Michi-
gan: And JOHN KERRY has a program 
that is going to be costly. What can 
you expect from a Senator from Massa-
chusetts? Ha-ha-ha. And he got some 
laugher out in the audience on that 
part. 

I will tell you what I care about in 
health care, having battled for it for 30 
years, and that is every American have 
the same kind of health care as Presi-
dent Bush has. That is what I care 
about. That is what JOHN KERRY cares 
about. You can distort it, misrepresent 
it, which President Bush did, and then 
differ with it, which he did as well. 
That is an easy debate technique that 
is used around here frequently. Let’s 
recognize it for what it is. Distortion, 
misrepresentation—does this have a 
ring to it? You didn’t get the facts 
when he came to Iraq, why in the world 
should you believe it when they distort 
and misrepresent JOHN KERRY’s health 
care program? 

There is a basic limitation on Amer-
ican people being able to buy into the 
kind of health care program that every 
Member of the Senate and House has. I 
wonder how many of those people, the 
3,000 or 4,000 people out there listening 
to the President, have the same kind of 
benefit program we have? We pay a 25- 
percent premium and the taxpayers 
pay 75 percent. Wouldn’t every Amer-
ican like that one? 

If we are so concerned about the Fed-
eral employees’ health insurance, let’s 
give it up and go back, like every other 
American, except those 11 million or 12 
million of us who are able to get in the 
Federal employees’ program. How 
about it? Not a chance. 

So until you do, let’s be easy in char-
acterizing JOHN KERRY’s program. Here 
it is: creation of jobs, cut middle-class 
health care costs, restore America’s 
competitive edge, cut the deficit, re-
store economic confidence. I will not 
read through it. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this article be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Wall Street Journal, Sept. 15, 
2004] 

MY ECONOMIC POLICY 
(By John Kerry) 

As I travel across this country, I meet 
store owners, stock traders, factory foremen 
and optimistic entrepreneurs. Their experi-
ences may be different, but they all agree 
that America can do better under an admin-
istration that is better for business. Business 
leaders like Warren Buffett, Lee Iacocca and 
Robert Rubin are joining my campaign be-
cause they believe that American businesses 
will do better if we change our CEO. 

Since January 2001, the economy has lost 
1.6 million private-sector jobs. The typical 
family has seen its income fall more than 
$1,500, while health costs are up more than 
$3,500. 

Today, American companies are investing 
less and exporting less than they were in 
2000—the first time investment and exports 
have been down during any presidential term 
in over 70 years. At the same time, our trade 
deficit has grown to more than 5% of the 
economy for the first time ever, a trouble-
some and unsustainable development. 

The economy still has not turned the cor-
ner. Over the last year, real wages are still 
down and even the jobs created in the past 12 
months represent the worst job performance 
for this period of a recovery in over 50 years. 
Indeed, the total of 1.7 million jobs created 
over the last year is weaker than even the 
worst year of job creation under President 
Clinton, and below what is needed just to 
find jobs for new applicants entering the 
work force. 

Forty-three months into his presidency, 
George Bush’s main explanation for this dis-
mal economic record is an assortment of 
blame and excuses. Yet what President Bush 
cannot explain is how the last 11 presidents 
before him—Democrats and Republicans— 
faced wars, recessions and international cri-
ses, and yet only he has presided over lost 
jobs, declining real exports, and the swing 
from a $5.6 trillion surplus to trillions of dol-
lars of deficits. 

While the private sector will always be 
America’s engine for innovation and job cre-
ation, President Bush has failed to take any 
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responsibility for missing opportunities to 
strengthen the conditions for investment, 
economic confidence and job creation. 

When the economy needed short-run stim-
ulus without increasing the long-run deficit, 
President Bush got it backwards, passing an 
initial round of tax cuts that Economy.com 
found had no effect in lifting us out of reces-
sion. He then passed more deficit-increasing 
tax cuts that Goldman Sachs described as 
‘‘especially ineffective as a stimulative 
measure.’’ When small businesses and fami-
lies needed relief from skyrocketing health- 
care and energy costs, he chose sweetheart 
deals for special interests over serious plans 
to reduce costs and help spur new job cre-
ation. 

With the right choices on the economy, 
America can do better. American businesses 
and workers are the most resilient, produc-
tive and innovative in the world. And they 
deserve policies that are better for our econ-
omy. My economic plan will do the fol-
lowing: (1) Create good jobs, (2) cut middle- 
class taxes and health-care costs, (3) restore 
America’s competitive edge, and (4) cut the 
deficit and restore economic confidence. 

Create good jobs. I strongly believe that 
America must engage in the global economy, 
and I voted for trade opening from Nafta to 
the WTO. But at the same time, I have al-
ways believed that we need to fight for a 
level playing field for America’s workers. 

I am not trying to stop all outsourcing, but 
as president, I will end every single incentive 
that encourages companies to outsource. 
Today, taxpayers spend $12 billion a year to 
subsidize the export of jobs. If a company is 
trying to choose between building a factory 
in Michigan or Malaysia, our tax code actu-
ally encourages it to locate in Asia. 

My plan would take the entire $12 billion 
we save from closing these loopholes each 
year and use it to cut corporate tax rates by 
5%. This will provide a tax cut for 99% of 
taxpaying corporations. This would be the 
most sweeping reform and simplification of 
international taxation in over 40 years. In 
addition, I have proposed a two-year new 
jobs tax credit to encourage manufacturers, 
other businesses affected by outsourcing, and 
small businesses that created jobs. 

American businesses are the most competi-
tive in the world, yet when it comes to en-
forcing trade agreements the Bush adminis-
tration refuses to show our competitors that 
we mean business. They have brought only 
one WTO case for every three brought by the 
Clinton administration, while cutting trade 
enforcement budgets and failing to stand up 
to China’s illegal currency manipulation. 
That not only costs jobs, it threatens to 
erode support for open markets and a grow-
ing global economy. 

Cut middle-class taxes and health costs. 
Families are being increasingly squeezed by 
falling incomes and rising costs for every-
thing from health care to college. But spi-
raling health-care and energy costs squeeze 
businesses too, encouraging them to lay off 
workers and shift to part-time and tem-
porary workers. 

Under my plan, the tax cuts would be ex-
tended and made permanent for 98% of 
Americans. In addition, I support new tax 
cuts for college, child care and health care— 
in total, more than twice as large as the new 
tax cuts President Bush is proposing. 

I have proposed a health plan that would 
increase coverage while cutting costs. It 
builds on and strengthens the current sys-
tem, giving patients their choice of doctors, 
and providing new incentives instead of im-
posing new mandates. 

My health plan will offer businesses imme-
diate relief on their premiums. By providing 
employers some relief on catastrophic costs 
that are driving up premiums for everyone, 

we will save employers and workers about 
10% of total health premiums. 

Our hospitals and doctors have the best 
technology for saving lives, but often still 
rely on pencil and paper when it comes to 
tracking medical tests and billing. As a re-
sult, we spend over $350 billion a year on red 
tape, not to mention the cost of performing 
duplicative or redundant tests. My plan will 
modernize our information technology, cre-
ate private electronic medical records, and 
create incentives for the adoption of the lat-
est disease management. 

And I won’t be afraid to take on prescrip-
tion drug or medical malpractice costs. We 
will make it easier for generic drugs to come 
to market and allow the safe importation of 
pharmaceuticals from countries like Canada. 
Finally, we will require medical malpractice 
plaintiffs to try nonbinding mediation, op-
pose unjustified punitive damage awards and 
penalize lawyers who file frivolous suits with 
a tough ‘‘three strikes and you’re out’’ rule. 

This plan will make our businesses more 
competitive by making our health care more 
affordable. 

Restore America’s competitive edge. 
America has fallen to 10th in the world in 
broadband technology. Some of our best sci-
entists are being encouraged to work over-
seas because of the restrictions on federal 
funding for stem-cell research. President 
Bush has proposed cutting 21 of the 24 re-
search areas that are so critical to long-term 
growth. We need to invest in research be-
cause when we shortchange research we 
shortchange our future. 

My plan would invest in basic research and 
end the ban on stem-cell research. It would 
invest more in energy research, including 
clean coal, hydrogen and other alternative 
fuels. It would boost funding at the National 
Science Foundation and continue increases 
at the National Institutes of Health and 
other government research labs. It will pro-
vide tax credits to help jumpstart broadband 
in rural areas and the new higher-speed 
broadband that has the potential to trans-
form everything from e-government to tele- 
medicine. I would promote private-sector in-
novation policies, including the elimination 
of capital gains for long-term investments in 
small business start-ups. 

To ensure we have the workers to compete 
in an innovation economy, we need more 
young people to not only enter but complete 
college, we need more young women and mi-
norities to enter the fields of math and 
science, and we need to make it easier for 
working parents to get the lifelong learning 
opportunities they need to excel at both 
their current and their future jobs. 

Cut the deficit and restore economic con-
fidence. When President Bush was in New 
York for the Republican convention, he did 
not even pay lip service to reducing the def-
icit. His record makes even Republicans 
wary. From missions to Mars to a pricey 
Medicare bill, President Bush has proposed 
or passed more than $6 trillion in initiatives 
without paying for any of them. The record 
is clear: A deficit reduction promise from 
George W. Bush is not exactly a gilt-edged 
bond. 

Americans can trust my promise to cut the 
deficit because my record backs up my word. 
When I first joined the Senate, I broke with 
my own party to support the Gramm-Rud-
man-Hollings deficit reduction plan, which 
President Reagan signed into law. In 1993, I 
cast a deciding vote to bring the deficit 
under control. And in 1997, I supported the 
bipartisan balanced budget agreement. 

I will restore fiscal discipline and cut the 
deficit in half in four years. First, by impos-
ing caps, so that discretionary spending— 
outside of security and education—does not 
grow faster than inflation. If Congress can-

not control spending, it will automatically 
be cut across the board. Second, I will re-
institute the ‘‘pay as you go’’ rule, which re-
quires that no one propose or pass a new pro-
gram without a way to pay for it. Third, I 
will ask for Congress to grant me a constitu-
tionally acceptable version of line-item veto 
power and to establish a commission to 
eliminate corporate welfare like the one 
John McCain and I have fought for. 

I am not waiting for next year to change 
the tone on fiscal discipline. Every day on 
the campaign trail, I explain how I pay for 
all my proposals. By rolling back the recent 
Bush tax cuts for families making over 
$200,000 per year, we can pay for health care 
and education. By cutting subsidies to banks 
that make student loans and restoring the 
principle that ‘‘polluters pay,’’ we can afford 
to invest in national service and new energy 
technologies. My new rules won’t just apply 
to programs I don’t like; they will apply to 
my own priorities as well. 

Cleaning up President Bush’s fiscal mess 
will not be easy, but to ensure a strong and 
sustainable economic future we have to 
make the tough choices to move America’s 
growing deficits back in the right direction. 

On Nov. 2 we will have a national share-
holders meeting. On the ballot will be the 
choice to continue with President Bush’s 
policies or return to the fiscal sanity and 
pro-growth polices that proved so successful 
in the 1990s. You will choose. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I want 
to review again the circumstances we 
are facing. We have many Americans in 
working families working longer and 
working harder. The fact is, Americans 
work longer and harder than people in 
most of the industrialized world. We 
are one of the few—I don’t know an-
other one—where we have seen real in-
come for working families drop, as we 
have seen over the period of the last 3 
years. 

This is an indication of a failed and 
flawed economic policy. No matter how 
many times you tell the American peo-
ple that everything is rosy, that is 
clearly not speaking about Main 
Street. They may be talking about 
Wall Street, but they are not talking 
about Main Street. 

When we hear the Vice President say-
ing the lackluster economic indicators 
don’t reflect the reality because they 
don’t include the hundreds of thou-
sands who ‘‘make money selling on 
eBay, that is a source that didn’t even 
exist 10 years ago,’’ and when they try 
to characterize flipping hamburgers as 
‘‘industrial jobs,’’ we are not getting 
the real story. We are not getting the 
real story on Iraq. We are not getting 
the real story on health care. We are 
not getting the real story on edu-
cation. We are not getting the real 
story on the economy. 

I hope the American people will pay 
careful attention over the next 6 weeks 
and try to understand the real story. 
When they do, I believe JOHN KERRY 
will have their support. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be dispensed with. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. MUR-

KOWSKI). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that there be a 
period of morning business for debate 
up to 90 minutes, with the first 45 min-
utes under the control of the Demo-
cratic leader and the remaining time 
under the control of the majority lead-
er or his designee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

HURRICANES 
Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I 

rise to speak this morning about a very 
important issue for the country, par-
ticularly for the gulf coast region and 
the State of Louisiana. 

Madam President, as you know, al-
though your State of Alaska is not lo-
cated in the southern part of the Na-
tion, you and other members of society 
are well aware of the devastation that 
occurred to our coastal communities, 
whether on the eastern coast or south-
eastern coast or the central gulf. 

As is the case this morning, Hurri-
cane Ivan, a category 4 hurricane bear-
ing down on the gulf coast region, ac-
cording to the latest weather reports 
and indications based on good research 
that is being done here by many of our 
Federal agencies, we can somewhat 
predict the path of the hurricane. With 
our most sophisticated systems, radar 
and weather tracking, pinpointing with 
some accuracy, there is a projection of 
where this killer storm, this major 
storm, may hit. It seems as though it 
has turned north and is headed right 
now to the Mississippi-Alabama line, 
but it could move within the next 12 
hours to the east or to the west. 

As we wrap up our business here in 
Washington, the entire gulf coast, and 
the State I represent, Louisiana being 
one of those Gulf Coast States, Mis-
sissippi and Alabama and the pan-
handle of Florida, is under a manda-
tory evacuation. Why? It is because 
this is a huge storm. It is a category 4. 
We hope and pray, and there are some 
indications, that it will change to a 
category 3. But it is a major storm 
with high winds of 165 miles per hour. 

It is not the first time a storm of this 
size or intensity has hit the gulf coast. 
We know by reading history. Several 
decades ago, some of us actually lived 
through extremely powerful and killer 
storms like Camille or Betsy in Lou-
isiana and other States throughout the 
gulf coast that proved to be very dan-
gerous, with loss of life and billions of 
dollars in property loss. 

We don’t have to be reminded that 
Florida has just been hit in the last 3 
weeks twice already. This one will be 
of historic devastation in Florida, hav-
ing had three hurricanes hit in such a 
short period of time. 

I want to speak this morning about 
what we can do here in Washington a 

little better, with a little more energy, 
with a little more focus to help the 
people in Louisiana and throughout the 
gulf coast area. Not only do they de-
serve our help, but because of the en-
ergy industry and the economic bene-
fits they bring to the whole country, 
they not only need our help, they de-
serve our help. They deserve our atten-
tion. 

As I have stated, the hurricane is to 
make landfall sometime in early 
Thursday morning, sometime between 
1 a.m. and 6 or 7 a.m. 

The people of Louisiana know the 
devastation this kind of storm can 
bring. Let me show a picture because I 
think a picture is worth a thousand 
words. While this looks terrible and 
horrible—and it is very frightening, as 
you can see a woman, standing water 
rising over her waist, trying to get to 
safety—this is not a hurricane. This is 
only a tropical storm. This was Trop-
ical Storm Isidore that hit the gulf 
coast in 2002. This wasn’t a category 1 
hurricane. We are talking about severe 
devastation when a category 3 or cat-
egory 4 or category 5 hurricane pushes 
that water out of the gulf, out of Lake 
Ponchartrain into the tremendously 
populated areas around the gulf coast. 

This is what people have been fleeing 
from for the last 36 hours. When I say 
fleeing, I mean all of the interstates 
going north out of Mississippi, Ala-
bama, and Louisiana, and interstates 
going west, as people try to leave the 
east and head for safety toward Hous-
ton. They have been, at times, in 
bumper-to-bumper traffic for hours. 
People can walk faster than the rate 
the cars are moving. Luckily, the Gov-
ernors of these States are very skilled 
and able, the local elected officials 
have been through this many times and 
were quick to see the danger, even 
though the path could not be predicted, 
and were quick to call for evacuations 
days ago. This morning, we received re-
ports that the highways are clearing in 
some parts along the Gulf of Mexico. 
Some families spent yesterday 12, 13, 14 
hours in automobiles, going less than 5 
miles per hour as they tried to find 
safety and shelter all along the gulf 
coast to flee a storm of this magnitude. 

Again, this is not a picture of a hur-
ricane. This is a tropical storm. That is 
why people are fleeing in the gulf area. 

I will speak for a moment about en-
ergy and about what the gulf coast 
contributes to the energy independence 
and energy security of this Nation. As 
millions of people have been leaving 
their homes to flee to higher ground, 
442 rigs or platforms have been de-
serted by companies in the Gulf of 
Mexico. When I say deserted, not just, 
of course, left to wreak havoc, but they 
have been tied down, secured, sup-
ported. All nonessential emergency 
personnel have had to move out of the 
Gulf of Mexico. This evacuation rep-
resents 50 percent of the manned rigs 
and platforms in the gulf. 

Right now, oil and gas from the Gulf 
of Mexico and coastal Louisiana rep-

resents 60 percent of the entire Gulf of 
Mexico production. For the time being, 
that has been shut down because of 
Ivan. I have discussed with Members of 
this Senate the importance of our 
LOOP facility. The Louisiana Offshore 
Oil Port sits right out on the Conti-
nental Shelf, near Port Fourchon Lou-
isiana, and is a superport responsible 
for the entrance of 1 million barrels of 
oil a day. 

We are in Iraq, in an important bat-
tle, but part of our objective there is to 
secure an oil supply for the region and 
for the Nation and to use that for the 
betterment of the people of Iraq, for 
their growth and development and the 
security and stability of the world, as 
well as to fight for other issues. We are 
fighting to get 1 to 3 million barrels 
out of Iraq, and right here in the Gulf 
of Mexico, today, we have a facility 
that has virtually been shut down be-
cause of a hurricane. Nearly a million 
barrels is being imported in this coun-
try, and exported, a year. 

Port Fourchon is a small port that 
sits at the very edge of Highway 1. It is 
unbelievable to view the picture. This 
is Highway 1 in Tropical Storm Isidore. 
That was another storm, not a hurri-
cane. This damage occurs in a tropical 
storm. We cannot see the highway be-
cause it is covered with water. The 
highway leads down to the gulf. Port 
Fourchon, the LOOP facility, is right 
off of this shore where 18 percent of the 
offshore oil and gas revenues flow into 
this country through this little road 
called LA 1 that we have been fighting 
now for several years. With the leader-
ship of Senator MURRAY and Senator 
REID and others, Senator JEFFORDS and 
Members on the Republican side, as 
well, we have been able to get a des-
ignation as a special highway, but we 
are still waiting for the big bucks to 
help with lifting this highway and ex-
panding it so we can have a functioning 
port. 

The hurricane is scheduled to hit Mo-
bile or west of Mobile right now. I just 
spoke to the Port Fourchon Port Direc-
tor and they expect this highway to be 
underwater by 1 p.m. today—again. 
This is the major route of oil and gas 
into the United States of America. 
This is Highway 1, Port Fourchon, and 
the LOOP facility, which is the only fa-
cility in the Nation that imports and 
exports oil and gas at that rate and at 
that level. 

My point is, I hope we will again use 
this opportunity to focus on the crit-
ical infrastructure needs necessary for 
Louisiana and the gulf coast of Mis-
sissippi and Alabama primarily to pro-
tect itself not just from homeland se-
curity threats from terrorists but real 
threats of weather. 

People might say: Senator, why did 
they build the port here in the first 
place? I understand that. If we could do 
it again, knowing what we know now, 
perhaps that would not have been done. 
I will speak for a minute about that be-
cause I want people to understand the 
argument. Men and women are here be-
cause the oil and gas is here. If we 
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